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2025 ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEE
CASH RECEIPT
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NOTICE

Each project applicant shall remit to the county clerk the environmental filing fee before or at the time of filing a Notice of Determination (Pub.
Resources Code, § 21152; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4, subdivision (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 753.5). Without the appropriate fee, statutory or
categorical exemption, or a valid No Effect Determination issued by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), the Notice of Determination
is not operative, vested, or final, and shall not be accepted by the county clerk.

COUNTY DOCUMENTARY HANDLING FEE

The county clerk may charge a documentary handling fee of fifty dollars ($50) per filing in addition to the environmental filing fee (Fish & G. Code, §
711.4, subd. (e); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 753.5, subd. (g)(1)). A county board of supervisors shall have the authority to increase or decrease the fee
or charge, that is otherwise authorized to be levied by another provision of law, in the amount reasonably necessary to recover the cost of providing
any product or service or the cost of enforcing any regulation for which the fee or charge is levied (Gov. Code, § 54985, subd. (a)).

COLLECTION PROCEDURES FOR COUNTY GOVERNMENTS

Filing Notice of Determination (NOD):

[0 Collect environmental filing fee or copy of previously issued cash receipt. (Do not collect fee if project applicant presents a No Effect
Determination signed by CDFW. An additional fee is required for each separate environmental document. An addendum is not considered a
separate environmental document. Checks should be made payable to the county.)

Issue cash receipt to project applicant.

Attach copy of cash receipt and, if applicable, previously issued cash receipt, to NOD.

Mail filing fees for CRP document to CDFW prior to filing the NOD or equivalent final approval (Cal. Code Regs. Tit. 14, § 753.5 (b)(5)). The
CRP should request receipt from CDFW to show proof of payment for filing the NOD or equivalent approval. Please mail payment to address
below made attention to the Cash Receipts Unit of the Accounting Services Branch.

oono

If the project applicant presents a No Effect Determination signed by COFW, also:
O Attach No Effect Determination to NOD (no environmental filing fee is due).

Filing Notice of Exemption (NOE) (Statutorily or categorically exempt project (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §§ 15260-15285, 16300-15333))
O Issue cash receipt to project applicant.
O Attach copy of cash receipt to NOE (no environmental filing fee is due).

Within 30 days after the end of each month in which the environmental filing fees are collected, each county shall summarize and record
the amount collected on the monthly State of California Form No. CA25 (TC31) and remit the amount collected to the State Treasurer.
Identify the remittance on Form No. CA25 as “Environmental Document Filing Fees” per Fish and Game Code section 711.4.

The county clerk shall mail the following documents to CDFW on a monthly basis:

A photocopy of the monthly State of California Form No. CA25 (TC31)

CDFW/ASB copies of all cash receipts (including all voided receipts)

A copy of all CDFW No Effect Determinations filed in lieu of fee payment

A copy of all NODs filed with the county during the preceding month

A list of the name, address and telephone number of all project applicants for which an NOD has been filed. If this information is contained on
the cash receipt filed with CDFW under California Code of Regulations, title 14, section 753.5, subdivision (e)(6), no additional information is
required.

ANANE N NN

DOCUMENT RETENTION

The county shall retain two copies of the cash receipt (for lead agency and county clerk) and a copy of all documents described above for at least 12
months.
RECEIPT NUMBER

# The first two digits automatically populate by making the appropriate selection in the County/State Agency of Filing drop down menu.

# The next eight digits automatically populate when a date is entered.

# The last three digits correspond with the sequential order of issuance for each calendar year. For example, the first receipt number
issued on January 1 should end in 001. If a county issued 252 receipts for the year ending on December 31, the last receipt number should
end in 252. CDFW recommends that counties and state agencies 1) save a local copy of this form, and 2) track receipt numbers on a
spreadsheet tabbed by month to ensure accuracy.

DO NOT COMBINE THE ENVIRONMENTAL FEES WITH THE STATE SHARE OF FISH AND WILDLIFE FEES.

Mail to:

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Accounting Services Branch

P.O. Box 944209

Sacramento, California 94244-2090
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RECEIPT NUMBER:
39-10102025-296

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (if applicable)

LEAD AGENCY

STOCKTON WATER DISTRICT

LEADAGENCY EMAIL DATE
10/10/2025

COUNTY/STATE AGENCY OF FILING

SAN JOAQUIN

DOCUMENT NUMBER
39-10102025-296

PROJECT TITLE

AQUIFER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROGRAM

PROJECT APPLICANT NAME

STOCKTON WATER DISTRICT

PROJECT APPLICANT EMAIL PHONE NUMBER
(209)948-0333

PROJECT APPLICANT ADDRESS

6767 EAST MAIN ST

cITy STATE ZIP CODE
STOCKTON CA 95215

PROJECT APPLICANT (Check appropriate box)

Local Public Agency

[] School District

[] other Special District [] state Agency [] Private Entity

CHECK APPLICABLE FEES:

[0 Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
X Mitigated/Negative Declaration (MND)(ND)

[ Certified Regulatory Program (CRP) document - payment due directly to CDFW $1,401.75

[0 Exempt from fee

] Notice of Exemption (attach)
[0 CDFW No Effect Determination (attach)
[0 Fee previously paid (attach previously issued cash receipt copy)

$4,12350 $
$2,968.75 $ $2,968.75

[J water Right Application or Petition Fee (State Water Resources Control Board only) $850.00 §$

X| County documentary handling fee

[] Other
PAYMENT METHOD:
[ Cash [x] Credit

[J Check [] Other

$ $50.00

$3,018.75
TOTAL RECEIVED  $

SIGNATURE

X %

AGENCY OF FILING PRINTED NAME AND TITLE
Rosa Arceo  ,Deputy
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Filed D . . _
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Steve J, Bestolarides
San Joaquin County Clerk

Lead Agency:

Stockton East Water District

6767 East Main St

Stockton CA 95215

DOCUMENT TITLE

Notice of Determination







Notice of Determination Appendix D

To: From:
[J Office of Planning and Research Public Agency: Stockton East Water District
U.S. Mail: Street Address: Address: 6767 East Main Street

Stockton, CA 95215
Contact: Darrel Evensen
Phone: 209.948.0333

P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth St., Rm 113
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814

(s] County Clerk

County of: San Joaquin Lead Agency (if different from above):
Address: 44 N San Joaquin St. #260
Stockton, CA 95202 Address:
Contact:
Phone:

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public
Resources Code.

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): 2025070966
Project Title: Aquifer Storage and Recovery Program

Project Applicant: Stockton East Water District

Project Location (include county): 6767 East Main St. Stockton, CA 95215 (San Joaquin)

Project Description:

Stockton East Water District (District) proposes to utilize existing supply Well 74-01 for an aquifer
storage and recovery (ASR) program on the premises of the Dr. Joe Waidhofer Drinking Water
Treatment Plant (WTP). Recharge to the aquifer will utilize drinking water from the WTP at an estimated
rate of 450 gallons per minute (gpm). The drinking water is derived from the District's diversion of water
from the Calaveras River and the Stanislaus River.

This is to advise that the Stockton East Water District has approved the above
(=] Lead Agency or [] Responsible Agency)

described projecton __/ 0/ /29 and has made the following determinations regarding the above
(date)

described project.

1. The project [[] will [@ will not] have a significant effect on the environment.

2. [0 An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
@A Négative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [[] were [ll] were not] made a condition of the approval of the project.

4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [[[] was [l was not] adopted for this project.

5. A statement of Overriding Considerations [[] was [ was not] adopted for this project.

6. Findings [[] were [l were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the
negative Declaration, is available to the General Public at:

Stockton East Water District, 6767 East Street, ftockton CA 95215

Title: General Manager

Signature (Public Agency):

Date: / J/ 7/ A4

Dgte Received for filing at OPR:

Authority cited: Sections 21083, Public Resources Code.
Reference Section 21000-21174, Public Resources Code. Revised 2011






STOCKTON EAST WATER DISTRICT
NEGATIVE DECLARATION REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the project described below has been reviewed pursuant to the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (Public Resources Code Section
2100, et seq.)

PROJECT NAME: Aquifer Storage and Recovery Program

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT: Stockton East Water District (District) proposes to utilize
existing supply Well 74-01 for an aquifer storage and recovery (ASR) program on the premises of
the Dr. Joe Waidhofer Drinking Water Treatment Plant (WTP). Recharge to the aquifer will utilize
drinking water from the WTP at an estimated rate of 450 gallons per minute (gpm). The drinking
water is derived from the District’s diversion of water from the Calaveras River and the Stanislaus
River. The recovery of the stored water (production) will occur at rates up to 1,500 gpm. The
production volume will be limited to between 70% and 80% of the recharge volume. The stored
water will serve as a dry-year supplemental supply to the WTP and will also serve to restore
groundwater storage in the aquifer during wet years. The discharge of stored water from Well 74-
01 will be conveyed to the South Raw Water Reservoir via an existing pipeline. Water in the
reservoir will be treated to drinking water standards prior to delivery to the Urban Contractors
distribution systems. Two 4-inch-diameter observation wells (OW) will be installed within 100 feet
of Well 74-01, including a 200-foot shallow well and a 500-foot deep well, to monitor changes in
groundwater levels (WLs) and changes in deep water quality during ASR operations. A second
deep OW will be installed approximately 3500 feet northeast of Well 74-01, along an on-site access
road, to monitor WL changes.

LOCATION OF PROIJECT: The proposed project is located in the County of San Joaquin, State of
California, on Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 101-04-023 and 101-05-003. Sections 65, 75, and 760f
the Campo De Los Franceses land grant system, as shown on the 1968 Stockton East Quadrangle
topographic map. Section 4 of TOIN, RO7E and Section 33 of TO2N, RO7E, Mount Diablo Base
Meridian, if the Public Land Survey System were extended into the area on the 2021 topographic
map.

NAME AND ADRESS OF PROJECT PROPONENT: Stockton East Water District, 6767 East
Main Street, Stockton, CA 95212

MITIGATION MEASURES: None

A copy of the Initial Study and Checklist regarding the environmental effects of the project is on
file at the offices of the Stockton East Water District as set forth above. This study was:
\/ Adopted as presented

Adopted with changes. Specific modifications supporting reasons are attached.






8. DETERMINATION: On the basis of the Initial Study of environmental impact, the information
presented at hearings, comments received on the proposal, and our own knowledge and independent
research:

\/ We find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION is hereby adopted.

We find that while the project COULD have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on
an attached sheet have been added to the project, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION is

hereby adopted.

We find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

o 191118 Ok,

Justy .\Hopkin§ / V

Gehfral Manager







INITIAL STUDY
AND PROPOSED-NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FOR THE

STOCKTON EAST WATER DISTRICT (DISTRICT)
AQUIFER STORAGE AND RECOVERY PROGRAM

Prepared by:

Stockton East Water District
6767 East Main Street
P.O. Box 5157
Stockton, CA 95205

July 22, 2025



ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

NOTE: The following is a sample form that may be tailored to satisfy individual agencies’ needs
and project circumstances. It may be used to meet the requirements for an initial study when the
criteria set forth in CEQA Guidelines have been met. Substantial evidence of potential impacts
that are not listed on this form must also be considered. The sample questions in this form are
intended to encourage thoughtful assessment of impacts, and do not necessarily represent
thresholds of significance.

1. Project title: Aquifer Storage and Recovery Program

2. Lead agency name and address:
Stockton East Water District

6767 East Main Street, PO Box 5157, Stockton, CA 95205
Darrel Evensen, District Engineer, 209.948.0333

3. Contact person and phone number:
San Joaquin County, APN 101-040-023

4. Project location:

5. Project sponsor's name and address:
Stockton East Water District, 767 East Main Street, PO Box 5157, Stockton, CA 95205

Justin M. Hopkins, General Manager

N / '
6. General plan designation: OS/RC & AJUR per Assessor's Wetﬁ

7. Zoning: R-L & AU-20 per Assessor's w%

8. Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later
phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its
implementation. Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

See attached additional sheet.

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: (Briefly describe the project's surroundings)
City of Stockton - low density residential land to west

County - rural agricultural lands to north, east, and south
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10. Other public agencies whose approval is required: (e.g., permits, financing approval, or

11.

participation agreement.)
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board for pemit from General Order 2012-0010, Aquifer Storage and Recovery

Projects that Inject Drinking Water into Groundwater; State Water Resources Contro! Board, Division of Drinking Water

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project
area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is
there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of
impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?

No

NOTE: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and project
proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal
cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See
Public Resources Code section 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native
American Heritage Commission's Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the
California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation.
Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality.
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Additional Sheet for Item 8 — Description of Project
Appendix G - Environmental Checklist Form
Stockton East Water District — Aquifer Storage and Recovery Program

8. Description of project: Stockton East Water District (District) proposes to utilize existing
supply Well 74-01 for an aquifer storage and recovery (ASR) program on the premises of the
Dr. Joe Waidhofer Drinking Water Treatment Plant (WTP). Recharge to the aquifer will utilize
drinking water from the WTP at an estimated rate of 450 gallons per minute (gpm). The
drinking water is derived from the District’s diversion of water from the Calaveras River and
the Stanislaus River.

The recovery of the stored water (production) will occur at rates up to 1,500 gpm. The
production volume will be limited to between 70% and 80% of the recharge volume. The
stored water will serve as a dry-year supplemental supply to the WTP and will also serve to
restore groundwater storage in the aquifer during wet years. The discharge of stored water
from Well 74-01 will be conveyed to the South Raw Water Reservoir via an existing pipeline.
Water in the reservoir will be treated to drinking water standards prior to delivery to the
Urban Contractors distribution systems.

Two 4-inch-diameter observation wells (OW) will be installed within 100 feet of Well 74-01,
including a 200-foot shallow well and a 500-foot deep well, to monitor changes in
groundwater levels (WLs) and changes in deep water quality during ASR operations. A
second deep OW will be installed approximately 3500 feet northeast of Well 74-01, along
an on-site access road, to monitor WL changes.

Additional location information: Section 4 of TO1N, RO7E and Section 33 of TO2N, RO7E,
Mount Diablo Base Meridian, if the Public Land Survey System were extended into the area.
Sections 65, 75, and 76of the Campo De Los Franceses land grant system, as shown on the
1968 Stockton East Quadrangle topographic map.



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.

. Agriculture / Forestry . .
Aesthetics Resources Air Quality
Biological Resources Cultural Resources Energy
. o Hazards and Hazardous

Geology/Soils

gYy/o01 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Materials

v Hydrology/Water Quality Land Use / Planning Mineral Resources
‘:lNoise Population / Housing Public Services

Recreation Transportation Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities / Service Systems Wildfire S oo o ngs of

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

X | find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed
to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

1)1/l

Justin M. Hopkins
General Manager Date
Stockton East Water District

Page 3



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A “No Impact’ answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors, as well as general standards (e.g.,
the project would not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well
as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact’ is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one
or more “Potentially Significant Impact’ entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant
Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analyses Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from
the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the
project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to
a project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance
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¢

d)

e)

Issues
Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct
or indirect risks to fife or property?
Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?
Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geologic feature?

Vill. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a)

b)

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases?

Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d

e)

f

9

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
matenials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
matenials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
§65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard
to the public or the environment?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the
project area?

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a)

b)

o)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or
ground water quality?

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project
may impede sustainabie groundwater management of the
basin?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream
or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a
manner which would:

No
Impact
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Issues
i) resultin a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;

ii)  substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in @ manner which would result in flooding on- or
offsite;

iif)y  create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

d) Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of
pollutants due to project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality
contro! plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with
any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Xil. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be a value to the region and the residents of the
state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan?

XIll. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess
of standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b}  Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

¢)  For aproject located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or
an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels?

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project:

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than

Significant
With Less Than
Mitigation Significant
Incorporated Impact

No
Impact
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Issues
Fire protection?

Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?

Other public facilities?

XVI. RECREATION.

a)

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

XVIi. TRANSPORTATION. Would the project:

a)

b)

<)

d)

Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?

Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3,

subdivision (b)?

Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency access?

XViil. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.

a)

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

a)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public

Resources Code § 21074 as either a site, feature, place,

cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of

the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and
thatis:

i)  Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c}
of Public Resources Code § 5024.1. In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource
Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a Califomia Native
American tribe.

Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

HEEEN

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
incorporated

H NN

Less Than
Significant
Impact

HEE NN

Impact

NNNNN

SIS IS IS
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Issues

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
and reasonably foreseeable future development during
normal, dry and multiple dry years?

¢) Resultin a determination by the waste water treatment
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in
addition to the provider's existing commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant No
Impact Impact
v
v
v
v

XX. WILDFIRE. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the

project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?

¢} Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landsiides, as a result of
runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat
of afish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of
Califomia history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (*Cumulatively considerable®
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.)

¢)  Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

/]
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Discussion of Project versus Environmental Checklist
Stockton East Water District

Aquifer Storage and Recovery Program

I. Aesthetics

The projectis located in a rural agricultural setting within the premises of a water
treatment plant, a nominal 434-acre site. The project will blend into this setting
and will not impact aesthetics of the site or surrounding area.

Il. Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Prime farmland will not be converted by this project. Forestry resources will not
be used for this project. Therefore, no impact.

IH. Air Quality

In accordance with the Central Valley Air Pollution Control District Small Project
Analysis Level (SPAL), the project falls below the thresholds to require an
Ambient Air Quality Analysis; and therefore, can be deemed to have a less than
significant impact.

IV. Biological Resources

A Biological Assessment was conducted by GEI Consultants during 2023 for the
Well 74-01 vicinity to comply with grant funding requirements of the US Bureau
of Reclamation. The report concluded that the giant garter snake may occupy
the area, although the ‘potential is very low’ and implementation of
conservation measures would reduce potential effects to insignificant.

Well 74-01 is located within the premises of a water treatment plant and will not
affect riparian habitat or wetlands, remove any trees, or damage sensitive
habitats. The project will not impact biological resources.

V. Cultural Resources

A Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation was conducted by GEI
Consultants during 2023 for the Well 74-01 vicinity to comply with grant funding
requirements of the US Bureau of Reclamation. The evaluation did not identify
any archeological cultural resources via a records search or pedestrian survey.
The report recommended a finding of “no historic properties effected as
provided in 36 CFR Part 800.4(d)(1).” The project will not impact cultural
resources.



VI. Energy

The project will not affect the consumption of energy or conflict with local
management plans because recharge operations will occur under the existing
pressure of the conveyance system and recovery pumping will be consistent
with on-going operations. Recovery pumping could use less energy if
groundwater levels are higher (less lift) due to recharge. Therefore, noimpact.

VIl. Geology and Soils

The project is located within the premises of a water treatment plant and will
not be impacted by geology or soils.

VHI. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions include both direct and indirect sources.
Combustion of refined petroleum products would produce direct GHG
emissions during the setup of the project and during the installation of the three
observation wells. Indirect GHG emissions would be produced during the
extraction of raw materials, manufacturing, and transportation of materials to
the project site. Construction energy consumption would have a one-time
impact and GHG emissions during setup and OW construction would be less
than a month in duration. Therefore, the project will not impact greenhouse gas
emissions.

IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

a-c) The installation of the OWs and the ASR operations will not store or use
hazardous substances, except petroleum fuels will be used to operate
machinery and vehicles. The potential release of hazardous substances is a
less than significant impact.

d-g) The project site is located in a rural area within the premises of a drinking
water treatment plant. The project site is not located within 2 miles of an airport,
will not interfere with any emergency response or evacuation plan, and will not
increase the fire hazard in the area. Therefore, no impact.

X. Hydrology and Water Quality
a & e) Groundwater quality is expected to improve with recharge operations
because drinking water (source of recharge) is less concentrated in comparison
to native groundwater. However, mixing drinking water and native groundwater
could produce chemical reactions during storage that might increase the pH
somewhat, temporarily mobilize trace elements (e.g., arsenic), and/or produce
disinfection byproducts. Water quality standards are not expected to be
substantially degraded by the recharge water. Moreover, the stored water will be



recovered and conveyed to the District’s South Raw Water Reservoir for
treatment to comply with drinking water standards. ASR operations require a
permit from the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board and this
permit will require a Monitoring and Report Program, including periodic testing of
the stored water. Initial ASR operations will evaluate potential changes in water
quality during storage, which are expected to have a less than significant
impact on groundwater quality.

b) ASR operations are intended to increase groundwater supplies via recharge of
drinking water; and was identified as a project in the 2024 Groundwater
Sustainability Plan for the Eastern San Joaquin Groundwater Subbasin to
improve groundwater conditions. Therefore, no impact.

c) The project will not alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or the course
of a stream or river or increase the area of impervious surfaces. There will be no
impact to increase erosion, siltation, runoff, or flooding.

d) The project is not located in a flood hazard zone, tsunami, or seiche zone.
Therefore, no impact.

Xl. Land use and Planning

The project is consistent with its land designation and will enhance the water
supply to the water treatment plant. Therefore, no impact.

XIl. Mineral Resources

The project will not result in the loss or reduction of any mineral resources.
Therefore, no impact.

XIll. Noise

The project site is located over 600 feet from any existing residence and over 5
miles from the nearest public airport (SCK). ASR operations will notincrease
noise. However, noise will increase above ambient levels during a limited period
during the construction of the OWs. San Joaquin County provides an exemption
from noise ordinance standards for several activities during set hours and days
of the week, including construction, public works construction, and utility
facilities. Construction activities for the project will be limited to the hours and
days specified by San Joaquin County: 6:00 AM to 9:00 PM Monday through
Friday. Given the exemption and the rural location of the construction, the noise
increase is less than significant impact in the short term and will have no
impact on the long term.

XIV. Population and Housing

The project will have no impact on Population and Housing.



XV.

XVI.

XVIl.

XVIIl.

XIX.

XXI.

Public Services

The projectis located on the property of an existing water treatment plant and
will have no impact on Public Services.

Recreation

The projectis located on the property of an existing water treatment plant and
will not increase or decrease any public recreational activities. Therefore, no
impact.

Transportation

The project is located on the property of an existing water treatment plant and
the construction activities will not conflict with existing modes of transportation.
There will be no impacts to parking, emergency access, or any existing modes of
transportation.

Tribal Cultural Resources

A Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation was conducted by GEI
Consultants during 2023 for the Well 74-01 vicinity to comply with grant funding
requirements of the US Bureau of Reclamation. The evaluation did not identify
any archeological cultural resources via a records search or pedestrian survey.
Therefore, no impact.

Utilities and Service Systems

Project construction and ASR operations will not require any changes in the
capacities of the utilities and service systems. Therefore, no impact.

. Wildfire

The project is not located on lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones. Therefore, no impact.

Mandatory Findings of Significance

The project will provide a supplemental supply of water to an existing water
treatment plant and will be constructed within the premises of the treatment
plant property. Therefore, the project will have no impact on the quality of the
environment, on fish or wildlife species or habitat, or on California history or
prehistory.



























